Remarks 

The Applicants acknowledge the rejection of Claims 4-6 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. The Appli- 
cants have amended Claim 4 to specify ranges of Nb and B. Support may be found in the Appli- 
cants' Specification in Column 6, beginning at line 54 and extending through line 57. The Appli- 
cants respectfully submit that the upper limitation on the quantities of Nb and B now render the 
claims definite. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

The Applicants acknowledge the rejection of Claims 1-3 under 35 U.S.C. §102 as being 
anticipated by JP '546. The Applicants respectfully submit that JP '546 fails to disclose, either 
explicitly or implicitly, all of the subject matter recited in those claims. 

Paragraph No. 0022 of Column 4 on page 3 and the bottom drawing in Fig. 3 of the 
specification of JP '546 discloses a phrase mentioning that the N content is preferably small to 
improve the anti-ridging property. 

On the other hand and in sharp contrast, as disclosed by the Applicants in their Specification, 
Fig. 1, Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, and as recited in Claims 1 and 4, N is included to have each of C+N and 
V*N contained in a fixed range and, further, to have N/C in a fixed amount or more, thereby 
achieving values for anti-ridging property, r- value and elongation. This is not disclosed by JP '546 
and is not inherent. Because of the differences in technical concepts, as can be seen in attached 
Table A, compositions of N/C and V*N of mot of the Inventive Examples tabulated in Table 1 of JP 
'546 are out of the range of the Applicants 5 Claim 1. No Inventive Examples, except Inventive 
Example No. 1 , satisfy the requirements of the Applicants' Claim 1 . (All compositions except Mo 
and Cu of Inventive Example No. 1 , highlighted in blue in Table A of JP ' 546 are within the range of 
the Applicants' Claim 1.) Ranges of values listed in columns highlighted in red are outside the 
claimed range. In Table 2 of the Inventive Examples, including No. 1 , of JP ' 546, no r-values and no 
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ridging heights satisfy both of the values recited in Claim 1, which are, r-value of 1.4 or more and 
ridging height of 5.0 ^m or less. The differences in r-values observed between the Applicants' 
Claim 1 and the Inventive Examples of JP '546 are produced by controlling the cold-rolling 
reduction ratio, in addition to the composition. Controlling the cold-rolling reduction ratio to be 50 
to 95% is require to achieve the characteristics sought by the Applicants, whereas there is no 
disclosure concerning the cold-rolling reduction ratio at all in JP '546. 

Also, the Inventive Example No. 1 composition, except for Mo and Cu, of JP '546 is within 
the range (highlighted in blue) of the Applicants' Claim 1. However, because the cold-rolling 
reduction ratio is inappropriate, the selected r-value is not secured. Moreover, if Mo and Cu are 
added as JP '546 practices, due to solid solution strengthening, 30% or more of elongation, 
obtainable by the Applicants, is unable to be achieved. According to the Applicants' Claim 1, Mo 
and Cu are included merely at a level of unavoidable impurities. The Applicants accordingly 
respectfully submit that JP '546 is inapplicable to Claims 1-3. Withdrawal of the rejection is 
respectfully requested. 

The Applicants acknowledge the rejection of Claims 1-6 under 35 U.S.C. §102 or, alter- 
natively, §103 over CH '459. The Applicants note with appreciation the Examiner's detailed com- 
ments concerning the hypothetical application of CH '459 to those claims. However, the Applicants 
respectfully submit that Claims 1 - 6 are allowable over CH '459 for the reasons set forth below. 

CH '459, as set forth from the bottom four lines on page 1 to line 21 on page 2 of the 
enclosed English translation, discloses a stainless steel sheet used for making blades for turbines and 
compressors, has creep resistance and is hardenable by heat treatment. That being the case, the 
object and application of the steel sheets of CH '459 are disparate from those of Claim 1. 
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Furthermore, as attached Table A shows, elements of C, Mo, S, C+N, N/C and V*N 
tabulated in Table I, Table m and Table VI of almost all of the Inventive Examples are outside the 
range of Claim 1. In addition, no Inventive Examples satisfy the elements of Claims 1 and 4. The 
values shown in red are out of the range of Claim 1. Also, CH '459 does not disclose, teach or 
suggest anything about r- value and ridging height. 

From the foregoing, it is understood by those skilled in the art that steel sheets of the 
Inventive Examples of CH '459, listed in Table I, Table m and Table VI, do not satisfy all of r- 
values of 1 .4 or more, ridging heights of 5.0 jim or less and elongation of 30% or more, which are 
results achieved in Claims 1 and 4. 

The Applicants have added new Claims 9 and 10. New Claim 9 is similar to Claim 1 except 
that it recites that the ferritic stainless steel sheet is cold rolled and replaces "comprising" with 
"consisting of." The Applicants respectfully submit that use of "consisting of excludes the presence 
of Mo, which is set forth in all of the JP '546 Inventive Examples generally and Examples 1 and 3 in 
particular, as referenced by the Examiner. The Applicants therefore respectfully submit that JP '546 
is inapplicable to Claim 9. 

The Applicants also respectfully submit that both of Claims 9 and 1 0 are both novel and non- 
obvious over CH '459. CH '459 fails to disclose, teach or suggest the Applicants' claimed cold 
rolling with a 50 - 95% reduction. The Applicants have carefully considered the entire CH '459 
disclosure and there is not one word that relates to the amount of cold rolling. The Applicants also 
respectfully submit that CH '459 fails to disclose, teach or suggest cold rolling at all. Instead, the 
disclosure of CH '459 relates to hot rolling, as can be seen on page 8 in the second full paragraph. 
Thus, the Applicants respectfully submit that CH '459 does not disclose cold rolling at all. Both of 
new Claims 9 and 10 recite that the ferritic stainless steel sheet is a cold rolled ferritic stainless steel 
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sheet. Therefore, the Applicants respectfully submit that CH '459 is inapplicable to both of those 
claims and cannot support rejection under either of §§102 or 103. 

In light of the foregoing, the Applicants respectfully submit that the entire application is now 
in condition for allowance, which is respectfully requested. 

T" 

T. Daniel Christenbury 
Reg. No. 31,750 
Attorney for Applicants 

TDC:lh 

(215) 656-3381 
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